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August Minutes 

 
The seventh regular meeting for the year 2014 of the Historic District Commission was held on Thursday, 
August 7, 2014 in the C. Vernon Gray Room located at 3430 Court House Drive, Ellicott City, Maryland. 
 
Members present:  Joseph Hauser, Chairperson; Lisa Badart; Eileen Tennor; and Allan Shad 

Members absent: Sam Crozier 

Staff present:  Beth Burgess, Samantha Holmes, Lewis Taylor, Dan Bennett, and Lisa Kenney 

 
Chairperson Joseph Hauser opened the meeting at 7:00 p.m. with a statement explaining the process 
and rules of the meeting. Mr. Hauser moved to Approve the July 3, 2014 minutes. Mr. Shad seconded. 
The motion was unanimously approved. 
 
PLANS FOR APPROVAL 

1. 14-21c – 8069 Main Street, Ellicott City 
2. 14-51 – 8202 Main Street, Ellicott City 
3. 14-52 – 8378 Court Avenue, Ellicott City 
4. 14-53 – 8239 Main Street, Ellicott City 
5. 14-54 – 8247 Main Street, Ellicott City 
6. 14-55 – 8000 Main Street, Ellicott City 
7. 14-56 – 8249 Main Street, Ellicott City 
8. 14-57 – 8321 Main Street, Ellicott City 
9. 14-58 – 8505 Hill Street, Ellicott City 
10. 14-59 – Court Place, vicinity of 8360 Court Place, Ellicott City 

 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
14-21c – 8069 Main Street, Ellicott City 
Final tax credit approval. 
Applicant: Len Berkowitz 
 
Background & Scope of Work: The Applicant has submitted documentation that $8,200.00 was spent on 
eligible pre-approved work. The Applicant seeks $2,050.00 in final tax credits. 
 
Staff Comments: The Applicant was pre-approved in May 2014 to paint the exterior of the building. The 
invoice includes a line item for $150 concrete repair, which was a repair to stucco on the building prior 
to painting. The work complies with that pre-approved.  
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the final tax credit as submitted. 
 
Testimony: There was no testimony. 
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Motion: Mr. Hauser moved to Approve to the application. Ms. Badart seconded. The motion was 
unanimously approved.  
 
 
14-52 – 8378 Court Avenue, Ellicott City 
Tax credit pre-approval to paint exterior.  
Applicant: George and Vickie Goeller 
 
Background & Scope of Work: According to MDAT the house dates to 1911. The Applicant proposes to 
paint the house, using the existing Behr paint color scheme. The metal roof will be painted red (Red 
Baron), the porch ceiling will be light blue (Pools of Blue), the porch floor will be a medium blue (Porch 
Song), the siding will be a light gray-blue (Pelican Bay), the shutters and lattice will be a dark blue (Night 
Tide), and the trim will be ultra pure white. 
 
Staff Comments: The application states the color will match the existing colors. While some of the colors 
appear to be different shades, the existing colors have most likely faded over time. The application is 
considered routine maintenance as defined in Chapter 6.N (page 50) of the Guidelines which defines 
routine maintenance as, “Painting previously painted surfaces using the same color as the existing 
paint.” The application is eligible for historic tax credits per Section 20.112 of the County Code, which 
requires pre-approval. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Approval as submitted. 
 
Testimony: There was no testimony.  
 
Motion: Mr. Hauser moved to Approve the application. Ms. Badart seconded. The motion was 
unanimously approved. 
 
 
14-53 – 8239 Main Street, Ellicott City 
Paint exterior. Tax credit pre-approval. Façade Improvement Program. 
Applicant: Steve Burgess 
 
Background & Scope of Work: According to MDAT the building dates to 1890. The Applicant proposes to 
repair and replace all rotted wood on the fascia board, trim and window area. The Applicant proposes to 
paint the exterior of the building. The building is currently light green with off-white trim on the first 
floor and maroon with green shutters and off-white trim on the second floor. The Applicant proposes to 
paint the first floor of the building a medium subdued purple called Benjamin Moore Kasbah (Af-640) 
with a light gray trim called Nightingale (AF-670).  The shutters will be painted Nightingale. The 
Applicant will paint the second floor a deeper purple (similar to an eggplant color) called Caponata (AF-
650). Both doors on the first floor will be painted in Caponata. The existing cream color adjacent to the 
doors and beadboard ceiling overhang will be painted Nightingale.  
 
Staff Comments: The application complies with Chapter 6.N (page 50) recommendations, “use colors 
appropriate to the period and style of the building” and “use colors that are generally compatible with 
(and do not clash with) the colors used in the district, particularly on neighboring buildings. On attached 
buildings, use the same colors or a coordinated color scheme whenever possible. In general, use calm or 
subdued colors, reserving bright colors for small, important details, such as doors or trim.” The work is 
also eligible for historic tax credits per Section 20.112 of the County Code. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Approval as submitted. 
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Façade Improvement Program: Staff will approve the application for the Façade Improvement Program 
based on the approval from the Historic District Commission and the Maryland Historical Trust, 
availability of funds. If approved, Staff will issue a pre-approval letter explaining the amount approved. 
The pre-approval is contingent upon a final approval when the work is complete. Work cannot begin 
until a Certificate of Approval and Façade Improvement Program Approval have been received. 
 
Testimony: There was no testimony.  
 
Motion: Mr. Hauser moved to Approve the application. Ms. Badart seconded. The motion was 
unanimously approved. 
 
 
14-55 – 8000 Main Street, Ellicott City 
Paint exterior. Tax credit pre-approval. 
Applicant: Kay Sandler 
 
Background & Scope of Work: According to MDAT the building dates to 1890. The Applicant proposes to 
paint all previously painted surfaces on the building, which include the front windows, dormer windows, 
soffits, doors and trim. On the rear of the building there is also wood siding and a black metal staircase. 
The trim will be painted white to match the existing and the staircase black to match the existing.  
 
Staff Comments: The application is considered routine maintenance as defined in Chapter 6.N (page 50) 
of the Guidelines which defines routine maintenance as, “Painting previously painted surfaces using the 
same color as the existing paint.” The application is eligible for historic tax credits per Section 20.112 of 
the County Code, which requires pre-approval. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends tax credit pre-approval for the work. 
 
Façade Improvement Program: Staff will approve the application for the Façade Improvement Program 
based on the approval from the Historic District Commission and the Maryland Historical Trust, 
availability of funds. If approved, Staff will issue a pre-approval letter explaining the amount approved 
once the final bid is received. The pre-approval is contingent upon a final approval when the work is 
complete. Work cannot begin until a Certificate of Approval and Façade Improvement Program Approval 
have been received. 
 
Testimony: There was no testimony. 
 
Motion: Mr. Hauser moved to approve. Ms. Badart seconded. The motion was unanimously approved. 
 
 
14-54 – 8247 Main Street, Ellicott City 
Paint exterior. Tax credit pre-approval. Façade Improvement Program. 
Applicant: Kelli Myers 
 
Background & Scope of Work: According to MDAT the building dates to 1920. The Applicant proposes to 
paint the front façade of the building a new color scheme. The new colors will be:  

1) Door – Redstone, a red/orange 
2) Trim – Harwood Putty (CW-5), off-white 
3) Shutters – Redstone(2009-10), a red/orange 
4) 1st and 2nd floor siding – Florida Keys Blue (2050-40), light blue/turquoise 
5) 3rd floor mansard and dormer windows shingles – Newport green (2050-30), a dark blue/green 
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Staff Comments: The proposed colors comply with Chapter 6.N recommendations, “use colors that are 
generally compatible with (and do not clash with) the colors used in the district, particularly on 
neighboring buildings. On attached buildings, use the same colors or a coordinated color scheme 
whenever possible. In general, use calm or subdued colors, reserving bright colors for small, important 
details, such as doors or trim.” The Redstone is a bright color, but will be used on the doors and shutters 
and is compatible with the other colors. The Newport green used on the 3rd floor will be darker than the 
façade as the 3rd floor appears to be more like a mansard roof but the color scheme will complement 
each other. The Redstone and Florida Keys Blue are also being proposed for use on the neighboring 
building at 8249 Main Street. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Approval as submitted.  
 
Façade Improvement Program: Staff will approve the application for the Façade Improvement Program 
based on the approval from the Historic District Commission and the Maryland Historical Trust, 
availability of funds. If approved, Staff will issue a pre-approval letter explaining the amount approved. 
The pre-approval is contingent upon a final approval when the work is complete. Work cannot begin 
until a Certificate of Approval and Façade Improvement Program Approval have been received. 
 
Testimony: Mr. Taylor stated the record should reflect that Ms. Tennor arrived as staff was giving the 
report for case 14-45. Kelli Meyers of Ellicott City was sworn in. Mr. Hauser asked if she had anything to 
add or correct to the Staff comments. Ms. Meyers said the only thing that has changed was that instead 
of using the Harwood Putty for the trim color, she is proposing to use White Dove.  
 
Ms. Badart confirmed where the colors would on the building. Ms. Meyers said the the Florida Blue 
would the main building color; door will be reddish orange; 3rd floor will be Newport green. Ms. Meyers 
explained the first and second floor would be the Florida Blue. Ms. Badart said she found it ‘perky’ but 
not unacceptable. Ms. Meyers explained it is the color scheme for her store and logo and that was the 
idea for the color concept.  
 
Ms. Eileen confirmed that all the trim will be in the neutral color. Mr. Shad confirmed the shutters will 
be reddish orange color and asked it the missing shutter would be replaced. Ms. Meyers stated it would 
be replaced and was in the basement. 
 
Mr. Hauser asked if the colors were chosen from Benjamin Moore palette. Ms. Burgess asked if he was 
referring to all of the colors that were approved at one time. Ms. Burgess explained that in this phase of 
painting, many of the owners were choosing the colors themselves, whereas Benjamin Moore chose the 
colors previously. Ms. Burgess stated that the Commission had requested more variety in colors than 
what Benjamin Moore had chosen. Mr. Hauser stated that the Guidelines explain that buildings should 
be painted in muted colors and limit the number of colors used. Ms. Hauser said there are four colors on 
this building and there should be two colors and that three colors is the most they’ve allowed. He found 
the red too bright and did not find the blue to be a historic color to Ellicott City. Ms. Meyers said there 
was a similar blue on the historic color chart. Mr. Hauser said he did not find them to be historic to 
Ellicott City. 
 
Ms. Burgess said there was one blood orange color on the Benjamin Moore palette the Commission had 
approved, but that scope of work got cut. Mr. Hauser said they have made errors in the past with paint 
and he felt it was going to be very bright for the first couple of years and thought it would be a mistake 
to paint. 
 
Ms. Meyers said she could paint the shutters in the darker Newport green or White Dove. Mr. Hauser 
said that it was only him objecting at that point. 
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Ms. Badart asked Mr. Hauser what he thought if shutters were a different color and only the door was 
red. Mr. Hauser said the door needs to be darker. Ms. Holmes pointed out there are other bright doors 
in town. Ms. Meyers explained that it was not a full solid door, there was a full lite window in door and 
the door was recessed. 
 
Ms. Tennor said she thought she had a good understanding about the palettes they deliberated over 
were to be used by the merchants. Ms. Taylor said this is not a Benjamin Moore Paint What Matters 
Project, this is an independent project. 
 
Ms. Badart asked why she chose to paint the third level in darker color. Ms. Meyers explained that the 
third floor is also a roof and that with rainwater coming down, the darker color would probably hide dirt 
better.   
 
Ms. Tennor confirmed the Redstone color will only be applied in the frame of the glass door. Ms. Meyers 
said she wanted it on shutters but can do a different color on the shutters if the Commission is opposed 
to it. Ms. Tennor thought it would be great on the door, but not the shutters. 
 
Ms. Holmes informed the Commission that the Maryland Historical Trust does not review paint colors, 
explaining that they are usually the stricter entity. 
 
Ms. Tennor stated that she would not object if red stone color was restricted to the door, however she 
did not approve of the shutters being the red orange color as it would be too bright. Ms. Badart stated 
that the bright door color would be an inviting entryway. 
 
Ms. Tennor stated that the green or white colors would be better for the shutter color. Ms. Meyers 
stated that she would prefer the white versus the green, but expressed concern that the white would 
show dirt too easily. Ms. Tennor asked if they were allowed to leave it open on the shutters or make a 
decision. Ms. Holmes said they could leave it open and let the Applicant decide. 
 
Motion: Ms. Badart moved to Approve the colors as submitted, restricting the red stone color to the 
door only and that the shutters match the white dove trim color. Ms. Tennor seconded. Three approved 
in favor, Mr. Hauser objected. The motion passed. 
 
 
REGULAR AGENDA 
Ms. Tennor arrived 7:13 p.m. 
 
14-56 – 8249 Main Street, Ellicott City 
Paint exterior. Tax credit pre-approval. Façade Improvement Program. 
Applicant: Kelli Myers 
 
Background & Scope of Work: According to MDAT the building dates to 1920. The Applicant proposes to 
paint the first floor exterior and clean and paint the existing awning. Using Benjamin Moore paints, the 
door will be painted Redstone (2009-10), a red/orange color, the trim (transom windows, side door 
frame) will be off-white and the ceiling and storefront panels will be Florida Keys Blue (2050-40), a light 
blue/turquoise color. The awning will be painted to match the existing colors, the white will be 
refreshed and the red trim will be repainted using the same shade as the front door, the Redstone. The 
side door will be replaced with a solid wood panel exterior door and painted Redstone. 
 
Staff Comments: The proposed colors comply with Chapter 6.N recommendations, “use colors that are 
generally compatible with (and do not clash with) the colors used in the district, particularly on 
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neighboring buildings. On attached buildings, use the same colors or a coordinated color scheme 
whenever possible. In general, use calm or subdued colors, reserving bright colors for small, important 
details, such as doors or trim.” The Redstone is a bright color, but will be used on the doors. The main 
door on the building has a glass panel, so the bright color will make the door stand out. The side door is 
solid, but the color may blend with the surrounding brick and not appear as bright. The red and light 
blue are also being proposed for use on the neighboring building at 8247 Main Street. The side door is 
not secure and the wood has split at its base. The Applicant has not yet submitted information regarding 
the replacement door, but has indicated it will be a wood, paneled door. The replacement of the door 
with a paneled wood door complies with Chapter 6.G (page 37) recommendations, “when repair is not 
possible, replace historic doors and entrance features with features of the same size, style and finish.” 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Approval as submitted, contingent upon receiving 
information for an appropriate wood paneled door.   
 
Façade Improvement Program: Staff will approve the application for the Façade Improvement Program 
based on the approval from the Historic District Commission and the Maryland Historical Trust, 
availability of funds. If approved, Staff will issue a pre-approval letter explaining the amount approved. 
The pre-approval is contingent upon a final approval when the work is complete. Work cannot begin 
until a Certificate of Approval and Façade Improvement Program Approval have been received. 
 
Testimony: Ms. Meyers was already sworn in. Ms. Holmes explained that she passed out a photo of a 
door that Ms. Meyers found. Ms. Holmes stated that she and Ms. Burgess were not sure if it was the 
most appropriate door, but explained that the Applicant didn’t have a standard door size but had a small 
dooropening. Ms. Meyers explained that the only door she could find in such an odd size and that the 
existing door was in poor condition and needed to be replaced. Ms. Meyers stated it was not her door, it 
leads to the apartments, but she is renting the building and wanted to fix it. Mr. Hauser stated that his 
opinion remained the same on colors for the door. 
 
Ms. Holmes recommended the Applicant try and find a door from the Habitat Restore or The Loading 
Dock. Mr. Hauser stated that any lumber company could make the door with the correct dimensions as 
well as add weather proofing value. Mr. Hauser said to be careful buying used doors, because they will 
need to be shaved down to fit. Mr. Hauser asked what the dimensions were. Ms. Meyers said it was 
around 31.5 inches by 79.5 inches. Mr. Hauser said she should be able to find a stock door if she called a 
lumber company. Mr. Hauser stated that the Applicant could contact TW Perry or Johnson Lumber 
Company to match the existing door style. 
 
  
Ms. Tennor asked if the Commission could give Ms. Meyers the opportunity to locate an alternate door 
option and then submit it to Staff for approval. Ms. Meyers asked for details about what kind of door 
she should be looking for and why the door she found wasn’t appropriate. Ms. Burgess stated the 
paneling suggestion was not appropriate. Mr. Shad stated that the door should match the existing door 
in style. Ms. Burgess stated the bottom is two panels and top half is one full rectangular panel, for three 
panels total. 
 
Ms. Holmes confirmed for the record that the Commission was not approving the door style submitted, 
but leaving the option for Staff to approve an alternate door style. 
 
Ms. Badart asked if the only red orange color would be in the door. Ms. Meyers stated that only the trim 
of the door would be the red orange color since the door is full glass panel. She said that the new side 
door would also be in the Redstone color. 
 
Ms. Badart confirmed this door was on the side of the building. Ms. Meyers said she would paint the 
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door any color, but wants it to look better because it is the first thing people see when entering from 
Parking Lot D. Ms. Badart stated that she was not in favor of the red stone color on the side door. Ms. 
Meyers asked if the Florida Blue or Newport Green color would be acceptable. Ms. Tennor said the 
darker color would be good. 
 
Ms. Holmes stated that the metal awning has a red stripe that currently exists and that will be refreshed 
with the Redstone as well. Ms. Meyers stated that the awning would be power washed and cleaned up 
and only painting the red stripe that is chipping and rusting. 
 
Ms. Badart stated that the only color that is actually changing is that the current white areas would be 
Florida Blue. Ms. Meyers said the trim would be white. 
 
Ms. Meyers stated her plan to paint the back entry door. Ms. Holmes said that was not specified in the 
application. Ms. Meyers said there is a glass storm door and solid back door and they originally wanted 
to paint it with the Redstone color, to match all the doors. Ms. Badart stated that the front door should 
be Redstone color to let customers know it is the main entrance and that the side and back doors should 
be the Florida Blue color. 
 
Motion:  Ms. Tennor moved to Approve as per Staff recommendation, with the color of side door 
changed to the Newport Green and the trim and other colors be approved as submitted, with the 
application amended to include the rear door, which will be painted Newport Green color and that the 
style of the residential entrance be submitted to staff for final approval, based on the discussion tonight 
and will be similar to the existing door. Ms. Badart seconded. Three approved in favor, Mr. Hauser 
objected. The motion passed. 
 
 
14-57 – 8321 Main Street, Ellicott City 
Install sign. 
Applicant: Ellicott City Historic District Partnership 
 
Background & Scope of Work: According to MDAT the building dates to 1920. The Applicant proposes to 
install a wood sign on an existing black metal bracket. The sign will be 12.75 inches height and 25 inches 
wide for a total of 6 square feet. The background of the sign will be off-white and the text will be black. 
The sign will read on three lines: 
 
 
 
 
Staff Comments: The application complies with Chapter 11.A (page 80) recommendations, “use simple, 
legible words and graphics” and “keep letters minimum and the message brief and to the point. In many 
cases, symbols or illustrations that communicate the nature of the business can be used.” The sign will 
only be two colors, black and white, which complies with Chapter 11.A (page 80) recommendations, 
“use a minimum number of colors, generally no more than three. Coordinate sign colors with the colors 
used in the building façade.”  The sign will also be wood, which complies with Chapter 11.A (page 80) 
recommendations, “use historically appropriate materials such as wood or iron for signs and supporting 
hardware. Select hardware that blends with the style of the sign and is neither flimsy nor excessively 
bulky.” The sign will re-use the existing metal bracket. 
 
The sign will be six square feet, which complies with Chapter 11.B (page 84) recommendations, “limit 
the sign area to be in scale with the building. Projecting or hanging signs of four to six square feet are 
appropriate for many of Ellicott City’s small, attached commercial buildings.” 
 

Ellicott City 
Historic District 
PARTNERSHIP 
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Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Approval as submitted.  
 
Testimony: Mr. Hauser swore in Edward Lilley. Mr. Hauser asked if Mr. Lilley had anything to add or 
correct to the Staff commends. Mr. Lilley stated he did not. Ms. Tennor asked if the sign would be 
double faced and Mr. Lily answered yes. Ms. Tennor asked how the panel would be connected and Mr. 
Lilley stated that it would be connected with eye hooks. 
 
Motion: Mr. Hauser moved to Approve application as submitted. Ms. Tennor seconded. The motion was 
unanimously approved. 
 
 
14-58 – 8505 Hill Street, Ellicott City 
Exterior repairs and alterations. Tax credit pre-approval.  
Applicant: Nolan Redd 
 
Background & Scope of Work: According to MDAT the house dates to 1838. The Applicant proposes to 
remove and replace the roof shingles in-kind using a 3-tab Tamko asphalt shingle in Rustic Black. The 
Applicant also proposes to remove and replace the siding on two dormers using T-111 siding, which will 
match the existing siding. The two wood dormer windows will be replaced with Marvin wood double 
hung windows and will match the existing 6:6 wood windows. All woodwork will be painted a cream 
color to match the existing. The Applicant seeks tax credit pre-approval for the work.   
 
Staff Comments: The application complies with Chapter 6.D (page 30) recommendations, “when 
necessary, replace deteriorated wood siding or shingles with wood siding or shingles that match the 
original as closely as possible in width, shape and profile. Maintain the original shape and width of 
details such as cornerboards, cornices and door and window trim.”  Chapter 6.D (page 30) of the 
Guidelines also considers this work Routine Maintenance, “replacing deteriorated siding or shingles with 
materials that exactly match the existing siding or shingles and do not cover or alter details such as 
cornerboards, door and window trim and cornices.” 
 
One of the existing dormer windows appears to have been replaced previously. The other window does 
appear to be older but is in poor condition. The windows are not highly visible from the street due to the 
height of the house and the limited width of the street. The replacement of both windows will make the 
window types consistent and make the more recently replaced window more appropriate as the existing 
appears to have flat muntins.  The replacement windows will have a simulated divided light with a 7/8” 
external muntin. The replacement of the windows complies with Chapter 6.H (page40) 
recommendations, “when repair is not possible, replace original windows, frames and related details 
with features that fit the original openings and are of the same style, material, finish and window pane 
configuration. If possible, reproduce frame size and profile and muntin detailing” and “replace 
inappropriate modern windows with windows of appropriate style.” 
 
The work is also eligible for historic tax credits per Section 20.112 of the County Code. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Approval as submitted and tax credit pre-approval for the 
work. 
 
Testimony: Mr. Hauser swore in Nolan Redd. Mr. Hauser asked if he had anything to add or correct to 
the Staff comments. Mr. Redd stated he did not. Mr. Shad asked if the existing dormers were T-111 and 
Mr. Redd answered yes. Mr. Shad asked if other materials were considered, going back to what was 
original. Mr. Redd stated that they were going with what as in-kind. Mr. Shad stated that T111 dormers 
were not really historic and asked if another material could be considered. 
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Ms. Badart asked what the cost difference in materials would be. Mr. Redd asked what material would 
be considered historic. Mr. Hauser stated that plain lap siding would be fine and that at that height 
above the street a smooth HardiePlank would be fine as it wouldn’t be visible and would last longer.  
 
Ms. Tennor asked about the orientation of the existing siding. Mr. Redd stated that it is currently parallel 
to the pitch of the roof; however it should be installed level. Ms. Tennor stated that the new siding 
should be level, not parallel to pitch of the roof. 
 
Motion: Mr. Hauser moved to Approve application as submitted with an amendment to change siding 
on the dormers to smooth lap HardiePlank siding, reveal of their choice, and installed level. Ms. Badart 
seconded. The motion was unanimously approved. 
 
 
14-59 – Court Place, vicinity of 8360 Court Place, Ellicott City 
Exterior alterations. 
Applicant: Daryl Paunil, Howard County Department of Public Works 
 
Background & Scope of Work: The Applicant proposes to install two new crosswalks and replace one 
existing crosswalk around the Courthouse. A new crosswalk will be added at the main parking lot for the 
Courthouse and the other new crosswalk will connect the top of the new staircase for Parking Lot E 
across Court Avenue to Court Place. The existing crosswalk directly in front of the Courthouse entrance 
currently has small dark brown 6 by 6 inch pavers that are cracked and popping off the road and need 
replacement will be replaced.  
 
The crosswalks will be Traffic PatternsXD TrafficScapes product by Ennis-Flint. The material is a durable 
thermoplastic pavement that is heated and embedded into the top layer of asphalt. There are various 
combinations of patterns, boarders and colors; British Cobble was chosen to resemble a square 
cobblestone pattern. The stamped portion of the crosswalks will be 8 feet wide. The crosswalk will 
contain a 6 inch white reflective strip (not included in the 8 foot width) and an 8 inch stamped brick 
border in light gray. The 8 inch stamped brick border will be on both sides of the crosswalk. The interior 
of the crosswalk will be a dark gray, called field gray. 
 
Staff Comments: Chapter 10.A (page 74) of the Guidelines explains, “a variety of paving materials can be 
used alternatives to asphalt or concrete. The brick sidewalks and crosswalks used along portions of Main 
Street blend well with the mix of historic building materials. Granite pavers or stone walks would be in 
keeping with the early Ellicott’s Mills period of the historic district’s growth…Use of materials such as 
these for plazas, parking areas, driveways or walkways will help to provide an appropriate public 
environment for the historic district. The stamped asphalt will look like pavers, but be less maintenance. 
The stamped asphalt complies with Chapter 10.A (page 74) recommendations, “for plazas, driveways, 
parking lots, walkways or other paved areas, use stone or stone-like materials as alternatives to asphalt 
or concrete where practical.” Although the material is thermoplastic, the stamping and top layer of color 
will make it look stone-like, rather than typical thermosplastic products. The gray colors chosen will be 
the best colors for the Courthouse area, which contains a lot of gray granite. Introducing a new color, 
such as a red brick crosswalk is not recommended. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Approval as submitted.  
 
Testimony: Mr. Hauser swore in Mr. Daryl Paunil of the Howard County Department of Public Works, 
Bureau of Facilities. 
  
Mr. Hauser asked if red brick was used along Main Street. Ms. Holmes stated that there are no red brick 
pavers in Ellicott City, only a typical thermoplastic crosswalk at Ellicott Mills. She explained there was 
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another crosswalk by tourism that appeared to be retrofitted over the years and painted. 
 
Mr. Paunil explained the proposed product is a thermal plastic with depth to look like red brick or 
cobblestone. Mr. Paunil presented the Commission with photographs showing the actual finished 
product. Ms. Tennor asked if the color would be grey.  
 
Ms. Burgess presented the Commission with a sample of the product stated that the “sugary edge” 
would not existing once the product is applied, however that it would be skid resistant. Mr. Hauser 
inquired about the installation process. Mr. Paunil explained the installation process to the Commission.  
 
Ms. Tennor asked if existing pavers and concrete would be removed from the existing crosswalk. Mr. 
Paunil explained that the existing surfaces are in disrepair and would be repaired with concrete and the 
new thermal product. Mr. Hauser said he was fine with the proposed product. 
  
Mr. Shad asked the life expectancy of the product. Mr. Paunil stated that it should be about the same as 
asphalt, about 10-15 years. Ms. Tennor asked if the area was primarily pedestrian traffic and Mr. Paunil 
stated that there would be some vehicular traffic. Mr. Paunil explained the sidewalk was being replaced, 
so there would be a smooth transition. Ms. Holmes asked if the shape of the new crosswalk would be 
more regular than the existing. Mr. Paunil said it would. 
 
Motion: Mr. Shad moved to Approve as submitted. Mr. Hauser seconded. The motion was unanimously 
approved. 
 
 
14-51 – 8202 Main Street, Ellicott City, HO-68 
Paint exterior. Tax credit pre-approval. 
Applicant: Ronald Peters 
 
Background & Scope of Work: According to MDAT the building dates to 1850. The Applicant proposes to 
paint the exterior of the building and seeks tax credit pre-approval for the work. The front of the porch 
and porch ceiling will be painted Benjamin Moore Monterey White (HC-27). The porch floor will be 
painted dark brown to match the existing. The first floor windows and door trim, 2nd floor door, fascia 
board and trim around the vents on the front of the porch will be painted Benjamin Moore Cushing 
Green (HC-125).  
 
Staff Comments: The application complies with Chapter 6.N (page 50) recommendations, “use colors 
appropriate to the period and style of the building” and “use colors that are generally compatible with 
(and do not clash with) the colors used in the district, particularly on neighboring buildings. On attached 
buildings, use the same colors or a coordinated color scheme whenever possible. In general, use calm or 
subdued colors, reserving bright colors for small, important details, such as doors or trim.” The 
application is also eligible for historic tax credits per Section 20.112 of the County Code. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Approval as submitted and tax credit pre-approval for the 
work. 
 
Testimony: The Applicant was not present. Ms. Holmes said that she spoke with the Applicant and 
stated that he would like to amend the application for tax credit pre-approval to include the upper 
floors windows and cornice, to be painted in-kind. She said the current color was white. 
  
Mr. Hauser confirmed that only two colors will be used on the front. Ms. Holmes said there will be two 
colors, but the porch floor will match the existing. Mr. Hauser said he wanted the cornice to be the 
Monterey White.  
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Motion: Mr. Hauser moved to Approve the application, amending it to also include the mansard roof 
trim, side windows to be white, cornice repairs painted the same color as rest of the façade and the 
upper floor windows in the front for tax credits. Ms. Tennor seconded. The motion was unanimously 
approved. 
 
 
Additional Business 
Mr. Hauser moved to go into closed session and Ms. Tennor seconded. The Commission went into 
closed session to obtain legal advice on voting procedures at 8:12 p.m. 
 
Mr. Hauser moved to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Shad seconded. The meeting was adjourned at 8:17 p.m.  
 
 
 
*Chapter and page references are from the Ellicott City or Lawyers Hill Historic District Design 
Guidelines. 
 
 
         
 Beth Burgess, Executive Secretary 
 
 
      
Joseph Hauser, Chairperson 
 
 
        
 Lisa Kenney, Recording Secretary 


